20020430.ba v03_n328.bam.20020430 


>From ???@??? Tue Apr 30 11:43:24 2002 -0500 

Message-Id: <200204301643 . g3UGh65d006047@sco.theporch. com> 
Date: Tue, 30 Apr 2002 11:42:29 CDT 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3328 


BOATANCHORS Digest 3328 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Re: ARC-5 help and dials wanted (80m, 40m) 
by "Robert W. Downs" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
2) Fwd: 16 RPM 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
3) Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
4) Re: Brains: Design Problem 
by "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
5) Re: Brains: Design Problem 
by "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
6) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
7) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 
8) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by W7QHO@aol.com 
9) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com> 
10) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse. vanderbilt. edu> 
11) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by jackiv@juno.com 
12) Re: Brains: Design Problem 
by "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
13) Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 
by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 
14) 1/4-watt resistors really cheap 
by Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 
15) Receiver sensitivity comparisons 
by Edward J Knobloch <k4pf£@juno.com> 
16) RE: Brains: Design Problem 
by "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net> 
17) Re: Brains: Design Problem 
by Gary Woods <gwoods@albany.net> 
18) Re: Receiver sensitivity comparisons 


by "Don Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net> 
19) Command question / wants 

by BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compuserve.com> 
20) TRC-7 Transceiver? 

by David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
21) ITT/Mackay 3010C Receiver hint 

by Edward J Knobloch <k4pf£@juno.com> 


Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 15:27:50 -0400 
From: "Robert W. Downs" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve. com> 
Subject: Re: ARC-5 help and dials wanted (80m, 40m) 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-ID: <200204291528 MC3-FBE7-D2FD@compuserve. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Disposition: inline 


Charles and Group, 
I had forgotten about that (the tuning cap mod). What Dave means is that= 


the worm and pinion on the end of the tuning capacitor have been changed = 
ade lower reduction ratio. The last one that I saw would have been ba= 
ae I went to Vietnam, and I don't recall how many turns it was lock t= 
Tack But 'twern't many! Can't recall now why I did, but I did "“unmodif= 
ae by replacing the entire tuning capacitor assembly. But that still le= 
ae extraneous holes in the front panel. = 


Today I would say that as stock R-26's and R-27's are the more common 
variant, they are more interesting as they are. But in the 60's, they 
didn't tell the story that all of my screwdrivers were worn out only in t= 
he 

CCW direction for nothing. :-) 


I have acquired two nice ARC-5 receivers without front panel 
frequency dials. (One covers 80 meters and the other 40 
meters). One has a control box mounted to the front, and the 
other has only a blank aluminum plate mounted from the 
inside that blocks the opening where I am used to seeing the 


VV VV WV 


> large dial. 
> = 


> Has anyone got the dials in decent shape,... 


These are NOT "normal" ARC-5 radios, and you cannot install 
the regular dials on them. The tuning caps have been modified. 
These are autotune receivers for use with an ART-13 transmitter. = 


73 

Robert Downs 
<RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
Houston 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <126.ff5ca35.29fefa84@aol.com> 

Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 15:35:32 EDT 

Subject: Fwd: 16 RPM 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_126.ff5ca35.29fefa84_boundary" 


--part1_126.£f£5ca35.29fefa84_boundary 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Can anyone help this gentleman? 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


--part1_126.£f£5ca35.29fefa84_boundary 
Content-Type: message/rf£c822 
Content-Disposition: inline 


Return-path: <SPLOPES@aol.com> 

From: SPLOPES@aol.com 

Full-name: SPLOPES 

Message-ID: <196.642fc07.29fef527@aol .com> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 15:12:39 EDT 
Subject: 16 RPM 

To: W7QHO@aol.com 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KKK RK KK RK KK KK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK KKK 
* ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- * 

* This post contains a forbidden message format * 

* (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) x 

* Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT * 

x If your postings display this message your mail program x 

* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting x 

KK KR KK KR KK KK KK KKK KK KKK KKK KK KKK 
--part1_126.£f5ca35.29fefa84_boundary -- 

From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <7£.254eddef.29££0322@aol . com> 

Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 16:12:18 EDT 

Subject: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

OK, lets try this again. See below: Can anyone help this gentleman? 


Please reply to SLOPES@aol.com 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


Forwarded message: 


Sir, can you provide any info on a 16 rpm record changer to play the large 
transcription records I remember from WWII aboard ship to play radio shows 
for the crew through the RBO reveiver? 


Don't want to buy one, but do want to prove a point to a feller who didn't 
serve like I and others did aboard ship. Just point me in the right 
direction to literature. Found nothing on the Internet. 


Sincerely, 


Stan Lopes 
Member of CHRS, SCARS and AWA 


Message-ID: <0Q06e01c1efbd$71577920$3ea2cdd1@ebjr> 
From: "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Subject: Re: Brains: Design Problem 

Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 15:35:15 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


This would calculate to 4.6 uhy. (to resonate with about 110pf. 


73, 

Sandy W5TVW 

aos Original Message ----- 

From: "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2002 1:18 PM 

Subject: Brains: Design Problem 


Here's a design problem. 

Although we've covered something like this before, 
I'd interested in the order of the steps 

you who are smarter then me 

use to solve this question. 


Two 807 tubes in parallel. 600 volts B+. 
Class C. About 150 MA plate current under full load. 
Tuned tank with link coupled output at 7 Mhz. 


What value of inductance for the tank coil? 


TNX ES 73 Dave S. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Message-ID: <0Q07a01clefbd$c43bdf00$3ea2cdd1@ebjr> 
From: "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Brains: Design Problem 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 15:37:26 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Last message neglects any stray capacity or 
the output capacity of the two 807's! 
The 4.6 uhy. figure still applies in this case. 


capacitor. ) 


73, 

Sandy W5TVW 

ei Original Message ----- 

From: "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2002 1:18 PM 

Subject: Brains: Design Problem 


Here's a design problem. 

Although we've covered something like this before, 
I'd interested in the order of the steps 

you who are smarter then me 

use to solve this question. 


Two 807 tubes in parallel. 600 volts B+. 
Class C. About 150 MA plate current under full load. 
Tuned tank with link coupled output at 7 Mhz. 


What value of inductance for the tank coil? 


TNX ES 73 Dave S. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 14:56:19 -@600 (MDT) 

From: Richard Loken <richardlo@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Message-id: 
<Pine.PMDF.3.95.1020429144149 .541414109C -100000@devax.admin.athabascau.ca> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


Many high grade turntables built in the 60's and 70's would play 16 RPM records 
up to about 14" in diameter but they needed a special stylus for the job. The 
later direct drive turntables would not play 16 or 78 RPM records as a rule. 


Most pre 1975 broadcast turntables had big platters and would play the old 
16RPM records but the turntables were ususlly equipped with a magnetic 
cartridge like a Shure M45 by the middle 70's and they would have had to buy 
a differant stylus to play 16's and 78's. We were looking for good 
reproduction with a stylus that was resistant to being turned backwards, able 


to jump over breadcrumbs and cigarette ashes without skipping, and didn't 
mind being mauled by ham fisted disk jockeys. 


Quite a tall order? No? 
Richard Loken VE6BSV, Systems Programmer - VMS 
Athabasca University 
Athabasca, Alberta Canada 
xx richardlo@admin.athabascau.ca xx 


Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 16:56:39 -@500 (CDT) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.43.0204291653280 .176286-100000@mail.aurora.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


IN all my years in broadcasting, I never saw a turntable that had 16 1/3 
RPM. Wasn't this speed designed for the "talking books" for the visually 
handicapped? All the transcriptions I ever saw were 16 inch jobs and were 
33 1/3 RPM. As for Stylus sizes, I believe 33 1/3 and 45 used 1 mil, and 
78's used 3 mils. Some broadcast cartridges had a 2 mil stylus as a 
compromise. One brand of turntable that did go down to 16 was a Bogen but 
I don't think it would accept the 16 inch disks. 


73 Bob Roehrig K9EUL 
Aurora University Telecom/IS dept. 
630-844-4898 broehrig@aurora.edu 


From: W7QHO@aol.com 

Message-ID: <f6.1a7cd8c8.29£f1e5e@aol . com> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 18:08:30 EDT 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


In a message dated 4/29/02 2:44:48 PM, Radioman390@cs.com writes: 


>Hey Dennis; that doesn't work: slopes@aol.com 


Roger, try SPLOPES@aol.com 


Dennis D. W7QHO 
Glendale, CA 


From: Henry van Cleef <vancleef@eskimo.com> 
Message-Id: <200204292210.PAA12104@eskimo. com> 
Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 16:10:17 -0600 (MDT) 
Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com (Old Tube Radios) 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


The esteemed Bob Roehrig has said: 


IN all my years in broadcasting, I never saw a turntable that had 16 1/3 
RPM. Wasn't this speed designed for the "talking books" for the visually 
handicapped? All the transcriptions I ever saw were 16 inch jobs and were 
33 1/3 RPM. As for Stylus sizes, I believe 33 1/3 and 45 used 1 mil, and 
78's used 3 mils. Some broadcast cartridges had a 2 mil stylus as a 
compromise. One brand of turntable that did go down to 16 was a Bogen but 
I don't think it would accept the 16 inch disks. 


VV VV VV VV VV 


Can't recall ever seeing a 16 1/3 transcription table, but saw plenty 
of the 33-1/3 type, and my recollection was that those used in the 
30's and 40's used 3 mil needles. 


Hank 


Hank van Cleef 


Message-Id: <5.1.0.14.0.20020429172438 .03f£384b8@vuse. vanderbilt .edu> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 17:31:00 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: "A. B. Bonds" <ab@vuse. vanderbilt .edu> 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

Cc: splopes@aol.com 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed 


At 04:10 PM 4/29/2002 -0600, you wrote: 
>The esteemed Bob Roehrig has said: 


>> 

> > IN all my years in broadcasting, I never saw a turntable that had 16 1/3 

> > RPM. Wasn't this speed designed for the "talking books" for the visually 

> > handicapped? All the transcriptions I ever saw were 16 inch jobs and were 
> > 33 1/3 RPM. As for Stylus sizes, I believe 33 1/3 and 45 used 1 mil, and 

> > 78's used 3 mils. Some broadcast cartridges had a 2 mil stylus as a 

> > compromise. One brand of turntable that did go down to 16 was a Bogen but 
> > I don't think it would accept the 16 inch disks. 

>> 


>Can't recall ever seeing a 16 1/3 transcription table, but saw plenty 
>of the 33-1/3 type, and my recollection was that those used in the 
>30's and 40's used 3 mil needles. 


In agreement. Many of the radio transcriptions from the 30's and 40's used 
16" disks played at 78 rpm. In the late 30's use of the 33 rpm speed was 
also initiated, these were often 12" disks. All used 3 mil (= steel) 
needles. I have an olive-drab (obligatory BA requirement) acoustic 
transcription player (so labelled) made by the Universal Stage Lighting 
Company of Hollywood, CA in 1944. It has two speeds, 33.3 and 78 rpm, 
enable by having two separate spring motors, go figure. To change speed 
you move the table from one spindle to the other. It does not have a 16" 
capacity. 


With respect to 16 2/3 rpm, this was most commonly used for talking book 
records for the blind and only started in the 50's. It used a 1 mil 
microgroove stylus. I belive our mystery correspondent might have gotten 
some misunderstanding between 16" disks and 16 rpm disks.... 


A. B. Bonds 


To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 17:43:38 -0500 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

Message-ID: <20020429.174339.4036.5.jackiv@juno.com> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=--__JNP_000_3481.1703.25a9 
From: jackiv@juno.com 


This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand 
this format, some or all of this message may not be legible. 


----__JNP_000_3481.1703.25a9 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 


Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Bob, there was a turntable by presto that was 331/3 and 16 2/3. quite an 


orphan as I remember. 
In the late 30s and the early 40s WNAX in Yankton S.D. still had one WE 
transcription head for either 
vertical or transverse playback. (shades of Edison)! 
real old jack.. 


On Mon, 29 Apr 2002 16:56:39 -0500 (CDT) Bob Roehrig 
<broehrig@aurora.edu> writes: 


> 
> IN all my years in broadcasting, I never saw a turntable that had 16 
> 1/3 

> RPM. Wasn't this speed designed for the "talking books" for the 

> visually 

> handicapped? All the transcriptions I ever saw were 16 inch jobs 

> and were 

> 33 1/3 RPM. As for Stylus sizes, I believe 33 1/3 and 45 used 1 mil, 
> and 

> 78's used 3 mils. Some broadcast cartridges had a 2 mil stylus as a 

> compromise. One brand of turntable that did go down to 16 was a 

> Bogen but 

> I don't think it would accept the 16 inch disks. 

> 

> 73 Bob Roehrig K9EUL 

> Aurora University Telecom/IS dept. 

> 630-844-4898 broehrig@aurora.edu 

> 

> 


----__JNP_000_3481.1703.25a9 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KK KR KK KKK KK KKK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
If your postings display this message your mail program 
is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
KK KK KK KKK KK KK KK KKK KK KK KK KK KK 


+ + + FF FH OF 
+ + FF HF HF 


----__JNP_000_3481.1703.25a9- - 


Message-ID: <0Q02e01c1efd8$52d5c400$7daOcdd1@ebjr> 
From: "Sandy, W5TVW" <ebjr@i-55.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: "Boatanchors reflector" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Brains: Design Problem 


Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 18:47:29 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="i1s0-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


> thanks, Sandy, but how did you arrive at this figure? 
> 73 Dave 


Most of the "Handbooks" have a chart to do this. Also there are formulas 
that can be 

applied. The chart I used was on page 153 of the 1966 ARRL Handbook. Look 
under 

RF power amplifier tanks & coupling. Same data basically can be had from 
front section of the RCA Transmitting Tube Manual (TT-5). Treatment starts 
on 

page 37 titled ‘parallel tuned tank circuits' under the chapter: Circuit 
Design Considerations". 


You calculate the tank circuit "C" required for a plate voltage/current 
ratio fora 

particular "Q" of tank circuit (usually around 10-12). Once "C" is 
calculated, 

then "L" is easily derived from a reactance chart or a resonance nomograph 
or a from resonance formulas. 


The value changes for a "push-pull" tank vs. a "single-ended" tank, so that 
if 

you had the same plate voltage and currents (600 volts and 150 ma.) with 
two 807's in PUSH-PULL, the inductance would be entirely different. 


Hope this helps! 


73, 
Sandy W5TVW 


Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 19:11:19 -0500 (CDT) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

cc: boatanchors@theporch.com 

Subject: Re: Fwd: 16 RPM (again) 

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.43.0204291907470 .194354-100000@mail.aurora.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Mon, 29 Apr 2002 jackiv@juno.com wrote: 


Bob, there was a turntable by presto that was 331/3 and 16 2/3. quite an 
orphan as I remember. 

In the late 30s and the early 40s WNAX in Yankton S.D. still had one WE 
transcription head for either 

vertical or transverse playback. (shades of Edison)! 

real old jack.. 


VV VV VV 


I remember seeing a tape deck by Presto - didn't know they made 
turntables, but it figures. 


I remember the vertically modulated Edison disks but other than home 
victrolas, never saw anything that could play them. 


My favorite Turntable is my Western Electric 16 inch job (33/78). 
Use it frequently to play my 78's (has a Grey tonearm with G.E. 
cartridge). 


73 Bob Roehrig K9EUL 
Aurora University Telecom/IS dept. 
630-844-4898 broehrig@aurora.edu 


Message-Id: <3.0.6.32.20020429214810 .0079d310@ntpop.usnews.com> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 21:48:10 -0400 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: Avery Comarow <acomarow@usnews.com> 

Subject: 1/4-watt resistors really cheap 

Cc: dcboatanchors@mailman.qth.net, dcboatanchors@topica.com 
Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


I don't know how over the years many hundreds of new 1/4-watt resistors, 
most with long leads, gravitated into my parts drawers, but the simple fact 
is that I'll never use them. I'm too wedded to old tube gear. I can't 
believe how many hours I spent squinting through a magnifier to read the 
color codes so I could toss them into the right drawer.... 


Anyway, I'll give 'em away for the price of postage, say four bucks, to the 
first guy to email me that he wants ‘em. I'll even sort them into decades 
(0-9.9, 10-99.9, etc.). 


73, Avery W3AVE in Potomac, Md. 


To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 21:46:58 -0400 

Subject: Receiver sensitivity comparisons 
Message-ID: <20020429.214659.25592.0.k4pf£@juno. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

From: Edward J Knobloch <k4pf£@juno.com> 


Hi, Gang 


I came across an interesting web page by Dave Ross, N7EPI, 
with results of testing various classic general coverage receivers 
for S+N/N ratio in a.m. mode. 


http://www. hypertools.com/receiver.html 


The ITT/Mackay Marine 3010C blew away the competition, 
which included R-390A's. 


73, 
Ed Knobloch k4p£@juno.com 


From: "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: Brains: Design Problem 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 21:06:38 -0500 
Message-ID: <007e01clefeb$a9880020$290aa8cOG@darius> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


>The 4.6 uhy. figure still applies in this case. 
Igor! Quickly now! Find me a 4.6 uHy Brain! 
Yeth, Mathter ... 


Good, he's gone. Soon I will find the answer to my brain 
design problem. 


Regards, 
Bill Hawkins 


P.S. Some of you Terry Pratchett readers may appreciate 


the humor in this hopeless waste of bandwidth. 


From: Gary Woods <gwoods@albany.net> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Brains: Design Problem 

Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 22:22:53 -0400 

Message-ID: <ntvrcuo90abtdia6mdcdjeg57bngqs6fio@4ax.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


On Mon, 29 Apr 2002 21:06:38 -0500, you wrote: 
>Igor! Quickly now! Find me a 4.6 uHy Brain! 
Preferably _not_ the one that previously belonged to Mr. Normal. 


Somebody was going to; you just knew it! 


Gary Woods O- K2AHC Public keys at www.albany.net/~gwoods, or get 0x1D64A93D via 
keyserver 

gwoods@albany.net gwoods@wrgb.com 

fingerprint = E2 6F 50 93 7B C7 F3 CA 1F 8B 3C CO BO 28 68 OB 


Message-ID: <012301c1f£014$23802f60$3ce9b3d1@hppav> 
From: "Don Davis" <dxguy@earthlink.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: Receiver sensitivity comparisons 
Date: Mon, 29 Apr 2002 23:56:21 -0700 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="i1s0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Of course the ITT performs better than the R390. It's a modern solid state 
unit, designed 25 years later. It should be better. The comparison is a 
bit biased, however, since the filter widths vary from unit to unit which 
will affect SN ratio. 


Good info, however, on the ARC units. You don't see actual results on those 
very often. 


73s 


Don Davis AD6PB 


PS: I have many of the RXs listed (including an R390, R390A, and an ITT 
3021A) and find that my Kenwood TS850 beats'em all, except for my Harris 
R2368 (mil version of RF590) which is best rx I own. 


sSes Original Message ----- 

From: "Edward J Knobloch" <k4pf@juno.com> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2002 6:46 PM 

Subject: Receiver sensitivity comparisons 


Hi, Gang 

I came across an interesting web page by Dave Ross, N7EPI, 

with results of testing various classic general coverage receivers 
for S+N/N ratio in a.m. mode. 


http://www. hypertools.com/receiver.html 


The ITT/Mackay Marine 3010C blew away the competition, 
which included R-390A's. 


73, 
Ed Knobloch k4pf£@juno.com 


VVVV VV VV VV VV VV MV 


Date: Tue, 30 Apr 2002 07:56:24 -0400 
From: BEN NOCK <G4BXD@compusetrve.com> 
Subject: Command question / wants 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-ID: <200204300756_MC3-FC06-D491@compuserve. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Disposition: inline 


First, I am looking for = 


two rx top covers, the square bit that clips to the main upper case, in 
Alum if anyone has such spare. = 


1 dial, 190 to 550 Khz 
1 aerial terminal, receiver for the use of. 


Secondly, I have just acquired a tx, 40 Mtr. The guts have been robbed b= 
ut 
luckily the coils/caps etc are there. I have the osc now working, the two= 


1625 sockets and cups have been removed so I'll fit alternate pa valves. 
The problem is with the vfo capactior drive. There is a very small play i= 
n 

the large toothed cog that engauges with the tuning shaft, which causes a= 


jump in frequency when rotated. Anyone experienced this and cured it ? 


cheers, Ben G4BXD. 
new pics at: www.qsl.net/g4bxd 


Message-ID: <3CCEAADO. 3FFE6836@ix.netcom. com> 
Date: Tue, 30 Apr 2002 09:31:44 -0500 

From: David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: TRC-7 Transceiver? 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Has anyone ever seen one of the TRC-7 VHF transceivers? 
73 Dave S. 


To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Date: Tue, 30 Apr 2002 12:42:09 -0400 

Subject: ITT/Mackay 3010C Receiver hint 

Message-ID: <20020430.124210.39112.2.k4pf£@juno. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

From: Edward J Knobloch <k4pf£@juno.com> 


Hi, Gang 
I heard from a listmember who doesn't particularly like 
his Mackay 3010C receiver. He said the sensitivity is not 


useable in all conditions because the receiver tends to overload. 


Maybe his 3010C has the same fault mine did: 455 kc IF energy 
getting to the input of the audio preamplifier tube. 


If the signal was strong enough, the preamp tube acted as a diode 
detector, causing a strange distortion. It wasn't cross modulation, 
due to other signals in the band, but envelope self-distortion. 


I noticed that strong SSB signals seemed to be accompanied by thier own 
monkey chatter, and would clear up if the IF gain was decreased. 
Likewise, strong c.w. signals sounded muffled unless the IF gain 

was backed down 


All it took to fix was a .01 disc capacitor across the 6AV6 
audio preamp tube's grid to cathode. 


By the way, if you do work on one, don't turn the freq select dial 
while you have the Rx mounted on it's side - it will tend to make 
the freq readout tape jump out of the sprockets, widening the holes. 


There's a QST review of the 3010B in Apr 1967. (They loved it). 


By the way, the ITT 3020A receiver (their first solid state effort) 
is awfully subject to cross modulation, even with a 20 dB pad 

in the antenna path. The 3020A had amazing sensitivity, 

with a power J-FET grounded gate preamp, 

but here was no way of bypassing the preamp in strong signal areas. 
QST review in Jan 1974 


73, 
Ed Knobloch k4pf@juno.com 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 3328 
KKKKKKKKKKK AKAIKE KIRK 


